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INVIDIOUS AND UNFAIR
A correspondent writes:
"There are at present in Cutch in our midst several other-
wise respectable gentlemen, upright, munificent, deeply religious
and high-minded but, without any scruple about remarrying
merely for the sake of begetting a male offspring. I would entreat
you to express your opinion as to whether you approve of this
practice among the Hindus of deploring the birth of a daughter.
Do you, too, hold with the orthodox that one cannot go to heaven
without a son ?
"A man noted for his charities has three wives. But he has
no male offspring. He has now married for the fourth time. A
few months ago he performed a yajna when five hundred Brah-
mins were fed daily. Over a lakh of rupees were spent over this
ceremony. I can multiply such instances/*
Unfortunately this hankering for a male offspring is
almost universally prevalent in Hindu society. It is not
necessary to trace its origin. It is enough that in the pre-
sent age of sex equality this sort of invidious discrimina-
tion against the 'female sex is an anachronism. I fail to
see any reason for jubilation over the birth of a son and
for mourning over that of a daughter. Both are God's gifts.
They have an equal right to live, and are equally neces-
sary to keep the world going. But such age-old and deep-
rooted practices cannot be eradicated all of a sudden. They
can be dealt with only by an awakening of the social
conscience, and a proper recognition of the true status and
dignity of woman. Today both husband and wife are found
to be equally agreeable to the former remarrying when
they cannot beget a male offspring. Reformers like my
correspondent have to cultivate patience and not be angry-
over such unfortunate occurrences or lose hearts. They
have to have faith in the cause and work away in the hope
that society will one day realize the evil of making un-
meaning and invidious distinction between male and
female offspring.
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